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| her own body. 


- his God-mother. 


A true ſlate of | the Proofs offered a o& Bo o the. H 
Lords,by Robert Son and Heir Rot be IF 
| John BneLi'd Viſcount Purbeck 
: Roberr "he Fi ar 


T was obllnd fied ns uu zo! 
was born, .and four fincefhe died, /.. 
2. Of how dangeraus4-cortf 
of this nature —__ ow ir 
ſhalt be called in q Fe 
after ſuch an affluz of years ſhalt © Py 
who died during the lafancy of je 
Bur that. all (alet 20 ini pinahl 
... © natnre) ie hathy Been proved BY 2, AAP 
I. That i in Trizity-Term I 68, a Trial was ads at tf feBar of che Court of King 
Bench,between Yege Plaintiff and Robert Yillers, Eſq; Father of the now Petitioner 
Defendant. Upon that Trial the Legitimacy of Robert the Father came in queſtion, 
for clearing of which point, it was then ſwore by a Midwife,that ſhe delivered the 
Lady Frances, Wife 0 John Lar@ Viſcount Purbeck,of the ſaid Rehers, and that. he 
was her Son born of her own body. 
The Nurſe that auried FAY ron him to be Son of the ſaid Lady Frances born of 
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And. it was further proved, © * 4 

; mow John Lord Purbeck always owned him to be his Son and Heir. That _ - 
Frances his Mother owned him-as ſuch. | Ka Bo 

we 4 the Lady Hetto owned him to be her —_ Chritngdbimgue! was 
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That Jovz 1 rd, rbeck wrikhim ſeveral. Lerters, wherein he © s 


That heſegled Bonds to him, obliged himſelf to' pay him money” as'to Rober 

FR his Son. Pc Fu {> : 
hat his Lordſhip receive vera] ms O Mons of him, gave acqui 
for the ſame as wy of his Son Robert Yibers, Elq; 4 The ” ances 

That Johx Viſcount Purbeck made frequent Viſits to the ſaid Robert ,and recet- 
ved the like from him; with kindneſs owned him always to be his Son, expretfed 
great affcCtion to him, gave him his bleſſing, and often drank to him by chic name of 
Son Robert ; many times declared great anger agalnſt any perſon that ole bat 
queſtion whether he were his Son or not. 

Th it he delivered him the Keys of his Houſe at Stoak, when he came there, to 
keep; and would not truſt his ſervantsz and agreed tolive with him, and that he 
ſhould keep Houle and board him. 

Often received Tokens from him, and talked much amongſt his friends of the 
kindne(s of his Son Robert. ABSSa 
Robert in the life time of his Father joined with him in ale of Lands;and i6'the - 
Couveyances was written Robert Pillers, Elqy Son and Heir apparent of John Lord 

Viſcount Parbeck. 

John Lord Viſcount Purbetk enjoyed the Eſtate of the Lady Frences his Wife 
during his life, by the courtelie of: E-g/and upan account of having Robert Villers 
his Son lawfully begotten on her body, born alive. 

When Robert Vilers ſold Stoaks-Park, John Lord Viſcount his Father made him 
allow him 6000 /. for his Intereſt therein for life, upon account, avaforefaid. 

In the year 647, the faid Rebert 28-Son and Heir of Lord John, compounded 
for his Lordſhips Eſtate at Goldſmiths Hall, which Eſtate was after his Deceaſe 
to deſcend to him as Heir to the Lady Frances his Mother. 4 

John Lord Purbeck would frequently fay his Lady was a very good"'woman, 


# . that 


| 
=. 


that he was extreamly ' ſorry *he hall uftd her foil), declaring it was occafioned 
anly by. bis Mqther:the FongreS of: \Bueking ham. $5; 
-The Jury-upon this or the like evidence, amongſt other-things. comprehended in 
cheir: ſpecial Verdi, - found as followeth. Palos | 
' That Frances Lady Purbeck had Ifſue- male of her body begatten during the 
Coverture between them the ſaid Frances Lady Purbeck, and the ſaid John 
Lord Viſcount Purbeck(viz.) the aforſaid Robert YVilers his eldeſt Son. 

: -Upon argitng this Verdi& by the Judges, Judgment: was given for Rob. YVillers 
the Defendent, and he ever after enjoyed the Eftate in queſtion as Son and Heir 
&f his Mother; againſt the Claim of Yege, who claimed underand in right of ene 
Mr. Cook., and Robert the Petitioner hath enjoyed the Eftate in queſtion ever ſince 
his Deceaſe.”  - 


7 -.\ This Judgment is upon record, and:never reverſed'to this day. 


Now to offer any Proofs in-any Court againſt rhe Legitimacy of the ſaid Robert, 


were to aver againſt aRecard,which.ia no Court will be admitted. 
And if all the matters afoteſaid were not ſufficient of themſelves to prove the 
imacy of Roberr the Father; | 


2 = Yetthe Common Law will on this- fat -and other circumſtances, as length of 

time,enjoyment of Eftates, living in Exglazd, &c. abundantly do it. 

' That the Houſe may be ſatisfied of the reaſons why Robert Yillers his name was 

changed ſornhetimes-to Fright, other times to Hothard 5 | | 
It is humbly deſired that the Petition of Frances Viſcountels Parbeck preſented 


' tothe Houſe of Lordsin 1640, may be read, which will abundantly ſatisfie the 


reaſon of that fact. | | 
The Contents whereof followeth, 

-.'That 23 years before in her Minority by the command of her Father, ſhe marri- 
edJohz Lord Purbeck,who had with het a great Eftate, beſides 10600 /. paid to the 
Duke of She Soeher to che jig Valcoune, upon'the Dukes agreement to buy 
Land no nbc, oe OO GN 

ne 6 | _y "m2 fg + pd SA tt 5 vas yer = _ L S count, 
rms pats ES et _ of own d,cauſed t em to-mve apart, 
LIALLLY IE i rnd on on Stores mn arcuten re cantando. her) and 
left her Without maintenance; and when The repaired to the ſaid Counteſs and her 
Agents far x&licf; ſhe was moſt barbarouſly carried into the open ſtreet by force, 
and there left void of relief. That her Husband and her Eſtate being kept from 
her, King James directed her relief; whereupon the Duke of Bucks, who had all 
her Eſtate,agreed to allow her 10001. per Amwnm, and her Jewels, Apparel and 


- Houſholdſtuff: but when ſhe came to ſettle the ſame, clauſes were inſerted in the 


Deed to bar her from co-habiting again with her Lord on pain of forfeiting her 
Jewels, Clothes, Houſholdſtufi, ec. and the Annuity to ceaſe during fuch Co- 
habitation; all which her neceſlities obliged her to conſent unto. 

That afterwards ſhe and her Lord met ſeveral times, but it was privately,and 
concealed as much as might be,to avoid the forfeiture aforeſaid. 
- Sets forth,that though her Lord was thought ſo weak as not fit to live with her, 
yet they had in this condition gotten from him Conveyances of all his Eſtate of 
Inheritance, and converted great part of his other Eſtate to their own uſe, and 
poſſeſſed themſelves of all the Evidences of her Father's Eſtate, which ought to 
remain to her and her Iſſue, 

Fhis done, and defigning to ruin her Honour, alſo the Counteſs of Bucks with 


many others in her company, when the Petitioner was with Child near her time, 


and 1n bed,in a riotous manner, in night-time, entred her Chamber, haled her out 
of bed, and Sir Edward Villers Knight; one of the Company,inhumanely held her, 
that Midwives and others might ſearch her whether ſhe was with Child or not, to 
the endangering her and her Childs life: which barbarous uſage forced her to with- 
draw her {216 toa private place from her enemies, till ſhe was delivered, and to 
take upon her a feigned name for her felf and Son 'Robert, born of her body, and 
pretend to beWite of oneJoby #+ight,meerly to ſecure both fromtheir rage & fary. 


No 
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great.diſhonour ſhe was forced to conſtant attendance. 
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No ſooner was it diſcourfeU-rhat The ves {eliverel, "hap" mm 
: neared 


ut'he 
Ilegally re-committed,and-if etftarged the fatne was upon Bal, WHereby 'tb-he, 


committed to Priſon, fromwhenre fhe was'tio ſooner refe#®d, bu 


And defigning'to ruin her in her Honour'as well as Eſtate, ſhewas cited iints SENT 


the High Commiſſion Court for a ſuppoſed crime of Adultetyzand there by ah us 
warratitable illegal ſentence condemned, fined 506 /.and'untawfully 'commirtedto 


F 


Prifon ; for inducing which 'fentence, they ' you 0 proofs contrary to' Lain, - 


<ndedvoured'to prove'that the Petitioner ahd herLord'had totiater in'a yeur Ye- 


fore the birth of her Son Robert, 'the contrary WheredF'yppeated'Yy matiy aFfit 


mative proofs, ard was denied to be'tried by the wordot her own Hosband.”-"> 


That after ſhe had obtained a Rule of Common Pleas fork Protiibitioh to Mizh 


Comiſſion Court, yet could the never git the Prohibitibn undertheYenl.” © 


That being a Priſoner in the&atebouſe by'the Archbiſhop of ealitthBivies Coin = 
man> on the aforeſaid Sentence, finding the Archbifhoþ her viotentProfecutoriand -* 
"the chief -Judg ih Prononncitp fentenee apainſther; ſhe tnide bd Bſchery 


the great danger which thorough his power ſhe thought her ſelf in. For which ſhe 
beg'd theirLordſhips Honourable and favourable opinion,and their Interceffion to 
the King on her behalf for his Royal Pardonzprays that in Honourable care of her 
and her poſterity they would order the ſafe cuſtody of all the Evidences relating 
to her Eſtate, and that ſhe might bave the ſaid 1000 /. per Amr, which ſhe was 
to have according to the agreement, (which then had not been paid her) and fo to 
conſider of the illegal ſufferings ſhe had lain under, and damages by her ſuſteined, 
as that right might be done according to juſtice. | ED Ce 
And that William Alcock Adminiſtrator to the late Duke of Bucks, the Colnteſ? 
of Denbigh; and all others that pretended title to the Lord Purbecks Lands, 
and the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, 8ir Henry Martin, Knight, and others ime- 
ployed in the illegal Proceedings aforeſaitl, may appear and anſwer. To the end 
the Petitioner might receive relief, and the offendors receive puniſhment accor- 
ding to their demerit. | 


Peruſe the If the Fine levied in 1661, by Robert Lord Purbeck , be inſiſted upori to bar 


Jom nal, 
Febr. 10, 
3640. 


Robert his Son of his Honour 3 Pleaſe to conſider Authin's Caſe: 

Reſolved Cnemine contra dicente)) that no Peer of this Realm can drown or ex 
tinguiſh his Honout, but that jt deſcend to its deſcendants, neither by Surrender, 
Grant, Fine, or any other Conveyance to the King. 


Reſolved that no Perſon that hath any Honour in him, and a Peer of this Realne, 
may aliene or transfer his Honour to any other Perſon. 


That amongſt all the preſidents inſiſted upon by Mr. Atturny General, there is not 


one ſingle inſtance of any one Peer his levying a fine of his Honour, that had Iſſue* 
wale born to claim the pda after his _ 
As to the Objefion that Johs Lord Viſcount Pwrbeck never had any Patent. 
It is Anſwered, | | * | 
That no Peer of the Realm can fit as a Viſcount in the Lords Houſe, but muſt 
have a Patent; which when he is firſt introduced, 1s brought into the Houſe by 
the Heralds at Arms, and read by the Clerk of the Parliament. That he had ſuch 
a Patent is clear, for otherwiſe there had been no need of his Fe the King 
to give him leave to ſurrender the ſame,nor of the Kings accepting ſuch ſurrender, 
which it is plain his Majeſty did do. HOT ES 
The Patent being ſurrendred,'tis impoſſible for the Petitioner now to produce 
it, nor can a Copy thereof be had from the Enrollment-Office, becauſe the 
fame is cut out of the Roll,as will plainly appear upon a view. 
But when, by whom, or upon what account that was done, is not known. 
Ia the Signet and Privy-ſeal Book of Accounts for the 17 Jacob. it appeats 6 /. 
13 s. 4d. was paid for the Fees of the faid Patent due to thoſe Offices. _ 
Lhe Docket of the ſaid Patent was entered in the Crown- Office the 19 Ju. 17 
Jacob. It was alſoenrolled in the Haniper-Office the 21 Jun. 17 Jacob. h 
And noentry of any Docket is made in the Haniper till after the Grant paſl- 
eth the great Seal, nor in the Heralds- Office. Never- 
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_- Nevertheleſs at the Heralds-Office, in their Book of Partitions B. Fol. 18, men- 
con is made the laſt November 17 Jacob. of the Partition of 18 /. received for the L 
Fees of Viſcount Purbeck both for his Barony of 8t0ak , and Viſcountſhip, and of 

18 -. received for a Receipt given for the ſaid Money. | 

Fac. 18. The King granted him 1000 /. per Azz. by Patent, by the name of Our Righe 
and Well-beloved Fobx Viſcount Purbeck. which certainly he would not have 
done,aor the other accepted of (by that name) if he had not been a Viſcount. 

Fax: 20. In the Lords Journal,where every day the Names of all the Lords were entered, : 
amongſt the reſt Joh Lord Viſcount Parbeck is named, and ſo every day forward 
to the 23 of Feb. whea he is entered preſent, and continued entered to the 3d. of 
March following, when he is again entered preſent, and is every day after entred, 
till the 19 of King James. 

21,22, In the Journal of that Parliament, . Joh» Lord Viſcount Pwrbeck is every day en- 

Js. tered to the time of Prorogation, which was the 16 Feb. 1624. | 

1Car. ' The firſt Parliament of that year, his Lordſhip is entered in the Journal every 
day of the Seſhion, which continued from the 17 Merch 1627,to the 27 Jan. 162g, 
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